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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

In response to the Examiner's final Office Action of July 3, 2008 the Applicant 
respectfully submits the following Remarks. 

Regarding Priority 

It is respectfully submitted that certified copies of the foreign priority applications 
were submitted by the Applicant in the parent US Application No. 10/727,251, and therefore 
foreign priority has been perfected in the present application, see MPEP §201 . 14(b)II. 

Regarding 35 USC 112, first paragraph Rejections and Response to Arguments 

The Applicant respectfully submits that the citation of paragraphs [4628]-[4787] in 
the Applicant's previous Reply was from the initial Al Publication No. 2004/0243978 of the 
present application, not the correct A9 Publication No. 2007/0006150, apparently cited by 
the Examiner. 

The Applicant respectfully apologises for not making this clear in the Applicant's 
previous Reply, and now submits that the subject matter of pending independent claims 1 
and 5, and dependent claims 3 and 6-17, is fully enabled and described at paragraphs 
[4628]-[4787] of Publication No. 2004/0243978 and the corresponding paragraphs [3727]- 
[3870] of Publication No. 2007/0006150. 

Regarding 35 USC 102(e) Rejections and Response to Arguments 

It is respectfully submitted that the subject matter of pending independent claims 1 
and 5, and dependent claims 3 and 6-17, is not disclosed by Sormunen, for at least the 
previously discussed and following reasons. 

The Examiner asserts that the disclosure of Sormunen, apparently at paragraphs 
[0037]-[0038], of "examines the unverified part of the program code . . . and it is possible to 
boot other programs PG1-PG3, after which the electronic device 1 can be used normally", 
means that Sormunen discloses loading an intermediate program which enables the running 
of unverified code on the integrated circuit, as in the claimed invention. 

However, Sormunen specifically discloses at paragraphs [0037]-[0038]: 
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"Next, at least another check-up step is to be taken to examine the still unverified 
part of the program code of the programs PG1, PG2, PG3, or at least some of them (block 
509). In this check-up step, it is possible to apply the above-presented principles, wherein at 
least another digital signature and the information required for its verification are stored in 
the memory 3b. 

After all the verifications determined for starting the electronic device 1 have been 
performed, it is possible to boot other programs PG1, PG2, PG3, after which the electronic 
device 1 can be used normally." 

It is respectfully submitted that one of ordinary skill in the art clearly understands 
that reference to the "above-presented principles" means the verification using digital 
signatures described in paragraphs [0032]-[0036]. Accordingly, one of ordinary skill in the 
art understands that it is only "possible to boot other programs" "after all the verifications 
. . . have been performed" including the verification of the "still unverified part of the 
program code". 

Thus, it is respectfully submitted that Sormunen does not disclose nor suggest 
loading an intermediate program which enables the running of unverified code on the 
integrated circuit, as is required by the claimed invention. 

It is respectfully submitted that all of the Examiner's objections and rejections have 
been traversed. Accordingly, it is submitted that the present application is in condition for 
allowance and reconsideration of the present application is respectfully requested. 

Very respectfully, 
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